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Abstract
Background: There are three main dietary groups in mammals: carnivores, omnivores, and herbivores. Currently,
there is limited comparative genomics insight into the evolution of dietary specializations in mammals. Due to
recent advances in sequencing technologies, we were able to perform in-depth whole genome analyses of
representatives of these three dietary groups.
Results: We investigated the evolution of carnivory by comparing 18 representative genomes from across Mammalia
with carnivorous, omnivorous, and herbivorous dietary specializations, focusing on Felidae (domestic cat, tiger, lion,
cheetah, and leopard), Hominidae, and Bovidae genomes. We generated a new high-quality leopard genome
assembly, as well as two wild Amur leopard whole genomes. In addition to a clear contraction in gene families for
starch and sucrose metabolism, the carnivore genomes showed evidence of shared evolutionary adaptations
in genes associated with diet, muscle strength, agility, and other traits responsible for successful hunting and meat
consumption. Additionally, an analysis of highly conserved regions at the family level revealed molecular signatures of
dietary adaptation in each of Felidae, Hominidae, and Bovidae. However, unlike carnivores, omnivores and herbivores
showed fewer shared adaptive signatures, indicating that carnivores are under strong selective pressure related to diet.
Finally, felids showed recent reductions in genetic diversity associated with decreased population sizes, which may be
due to the inflexible nature of their strict diet, highlighting their vulnerability and critical conservation status.
Conclusions: Our study provides a large-scale family level comparative genomic analysis to address genomic changes
associated with dietary specialization. Our genomic analyses also provide useful resources for diet-related genetic and
health research.
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Background
Diet is, perhaps, the most serious selection force in all
species on Earth. In particular, carnivory is interesting
because it has evolved repeatedly in a number of mam-
malian clades [1, 2]. In the fossil record, specialization in
carnivory is often associated with relatively short extinc-
tion times, a likely consequence of the small population
sizes associated with a diet at the top of the trophic
pyramid [1, 2]. Indeed, many carnivore specialists have
closely related species that have a much broader diet,
such as polar bears, grizzly (omnivore), and panda
(herbivore) bears in Ursidae [3, 4] and foxes (omnivore)
in Canidae [5], highlighting the frequent evolutionary in-
stability of this lifestyle.
Felidae (cats), together with Mustelidae, are unusual
mammalian groups whose members are all obligate car-
nivores (hypercarnivores) [6]. Specialized diets have re-
sulted in a number of physiological, biochemical, and
morphological adaptations. In carnivores, several key
diet-related physiological traits have been identified, in-
cluding differences in digestive enzymes [7], shortened
digestive tracts [8], changes in amino acid dietary re-
quirements [9, 10], and alterations to taste bud sensitiv-
ities (including a heightened response to amino acids
and a loss of response to many mono- and di-
saccharides) [11, 12], to name a few. In addition to these
characteristics, the morphology of cats is highly adapted
to hunting and includes flexible bodies, fast reflexes, and
strong muscular limbs. Felids also possess strong night
vision and hearing, which are critical for hunting [13, 14].
Felidae is a well-studied group from a genomic perspec-
tive: the first cat assembly (Felis catus) was released in
2007 and the tiger (Panthera tigris) genome assembly was
published in 2013, together with lion and snow leopard
whole genome data [15, 16]. Subsequently, a high-quality
domestic cat reference and a cheetah (Acinonyx jubatus)
genome assembly have also been added [17–19], making
this group an ideal initial target for identifying molecular
adaptations to extreme carnivory that can provide insight
on human healthcare.
Here, we investigated the genomic adaptations to diets
by first expanding genomic coverage of Felidae, produ-
cing the highest quality big cat reference genome assem-
bly for leopard (Panthera pardus) and whole genome
data for leopard cat (Prionailurus bengalensis). Leopards
are the most widespread species of the big cats (from
Africa to the Russian Far East), thriving in a great variety
of environments [20]. This leopard assembly provides an
additional non-domesticated big cat genome that can be
co-analyzed with the most accurate domestic cat gen-
ome reference, resulting in reliable genomic scale gen-
etic variation studies across Felidae. These new data
allowed us to compare five cat references (domestic cat,
tiger, cheetah, lion, and leopard) and two re-sequenced
genomes (snow leopard and leopard cat) at a level of
coverage comparable to other well studied groups such
as hominids and artiodactyls. Taking advantage of this
wealth of data, we performed a number of comparative
analyses to investigate the molecular adaptations to
carnivory.
Results and discussion
Leopard genome sequencing and assembly
We built the reference leopard genome from a muscle
sample obtained from a female Amur leopard from
the Daejeon O-World of Korea (Additional file 1:
Supplemental Methods for details of species identification
using mitochondrial DNA (mtDNA) gene analysis;
Additional file 2: Figure S1). The extracted DNA was
sequenced to 310× average depth of coverage using
Illumina HiSeq platforms (Additional file 3: Tables S1
and S2). Sequenced reads were filtered and then
error-corrected using a K-mer analysis. The size of
the leopard genome was estimated to be ~2.45 Gb
(Additional file 1: Supplemental Methods for details;
Additional file 2: Figure S2; Additional file 3: Table S3).
The error-corrected reads were assembled using
SOAPdenovo2 software [21] into 265,373 contigs
(N50 length of 21.0 kb) and 50,400 scaffolds (N50
length of 21.7 Mb), totaling 2.58 Gb in length (Additional
file 1: Supplemental Methods for details; Additional file 3:
Table S4). Additionally, 393,866 Illumina TruSeq synthetic
long reads [22] (TSLRs, 2.0 Gb of total bases; ~0.8×) were
obtained from two wild Amur leopard individuals
(Additional file 3: Tables S5 and S6) and were used
to correct erroneous gap regions. The GC content
and distribution of the leopard genome were very
similar to those of the tiger and domestic cat ge-
nomes (Additional file 2: Figure S3), indicating little
sequencing and assembly bias. We successfully pre-
dicted 19,043 protein-coding genes for the leopard
genome by combining de novo and homologous gene
prediction methods (Additional file 3: Table S7; see
“Methods”). In total, 39.04 % of the leopard genome
were annotated as transposable elements (Additional
file 1: Supplemental Methods for details; Additional
file 3: Table S8), which is very similar in composition
to the other felid species [16, 18, 19]. Assembly qual-
ity was assessed by aligning the short sequence reads
onto the scaffolds (99.7 % mapping rate) and com-
pared with other Felidae species assemblies (cat, tiger,
cheetah, and lion) using common assembly metrics
(Additional file 3: Tables S9 and S10). The genome
assembly and annotation completeness were assessed
by the commonly used single-copy ortholog mapping
approach [23] (Additional file 3: Table S11). The leop-
ard genome showed the longest continuity and high-
est accuracy among the big cat (Panthera species and
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cheetah) genome assemblies. Two additional wild Amur
leopards from the Russian Far East and a wild Amur leop-
ard cat from Korea were whole genome re-sequenced
(Additional file 3: Tables S5 and S12), and were used to-
gether with previously reported whole genome data of
other felid species [16] for comparative evolutionary
analyses.
Evolutionary analysis of carnivores compared to
omnivores and herbivores
To investigate the genomic adaptations to different diets
and their associated lifestyles, we performed an extensive
orthologous gene comparison among eight carnivorous
(leopard, cat, tiger, cheetah, lion, polar bear, killer whale,
and Tasmanian devil), five omnivorous (human, mouse,
dog, pig, and opossum), and five herbivorous mamma-
lian genomes (giant panda, cow, horse, rabbit, and ele-
phant; Additional file 1: Supplemental Methods for
details of species selection criteria; Additional file 3:
Table S13). These comparisons revealed numerous gen-
etic signatures consistent with molecular adaptations to
a hypercarnivorous lifestyle.
Of the 15,589 orthologous gene families found in the
leopard assembly, 11,748 were also found in the other
four Felidae genomes and 8648 in the complete set of 18
mammalian genomes across all three dietary groups
(Fig. 1a and Additional file 2: Figure S4). The leopard
genome displayed 188 expanded and 313 contracted
gene families compared with the common ancestor of
leopard and lion (Fig. 1b and Additional file 2: Figure S5).
The common ancestor of Felidae species showed 52
expanded and 567 contracted gene families compared to
the common ancestor of carnivorans. In particular, Felidae
expanded gene families were enriched in muscle myosin
complex (GO:0005859, nine genes, P = 1.14 × 10–13 by
EASE scores [modified Fisher’s exact test] with a 10 %
false discovery rate [FDR]) and actin cytoskeleton
(GO:0015629, 14 genes, P = 4.71 × 10–9) functions that are
associated with muscle contraction and motor activity
(Additional file 3: Tables S14 and S15). Conversely,
Felidae clearly showed contracted gene families in
starch and sucrose metabolism pathway (P = 5.62 × 10–7;
Additional file 3: Tables S16 and S17). Notably, the
common ancestor of the Carnivora order (compared
to the common ancestor of carnivorans and horse)
and killer whale (compared to the common ancestor
of killer whale and cow) also had contracted gene
families associated with starch and sucrose metabolism
(P = 0.0000032 and P = 0.00048, respectively; Additional
file 3: Tables S18–S25), whereas Tasmanian devil (a well-
known scavenger as well as a meat-eating carnivore [24])
did not (compared to the common ancestor of Tasmanian
devil and opossum; Additional file 3: Tables S26–S29).
UDP-glucuronosyltransferase (UGT) 1 and 2 families
playing an important role in detoxification and homeo-
static functions were markedly contracted in the carni-
vores (Fig. 2a and Additional file 3: Table S30). This is in
contrast to herbivores that must have acquired detoxifica-
tion pathways to protect themselves against plant-derived
toxicants. It is very likely that the low dietary content of
these plant-derived toxicants in carnivores is a major
factor in the UGT 1 and 2 contractions in carnivores
[25, 26]. However, the UGT3 family, which is involved
in the conjugation with N-acetylglucosamine and glu-
cose [27], was expanded only in the Felidae genomes.
UGT8A1 that is involved in conjugation of ceramides
Fig. 1 Relationship of Felidae to other mammalian species. a Orthologous gene clusters in Felidae species. Orthologous gene clusters were
constructed using 18 mammalian genomes. Only Felidae species gene clusters are displayed in this figure. b Gene expansion or contraction in
mammalian species. Branch numbers indicate the number of gene families that have expanded (blue) and contracted (red) after the split from the
common ancestor. Colors of circles represent diet groups (light red: carnivore, light blue: omnivore, light green: herbivore). The time lines indicate
divergence times among the species
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and bile acids with galactose [28] was conserved (in
terms of gene copy number) in all 18 mammals. Add-
itionally and expectedly, amylase gene families (AMY1
and AMY2), which catalyze dietary starch and glycogen,
were contracted in the carnivores (Additional file 2:
Figure S6; Additional file 3: Table S30), providing a
genetic mechanism for the very low levels of salivary
amylase observed in cats [29].
It is known that cats lack the ability to synthesize
sufficient amounts of vitamin A and arachidonic acid,
making them essential [30]. Interestingly, cytochrome
P450 (CYP) family genes, which are involved in
retinol/linoleic acid/arachidonic acid catabolism, were
commonly contracted in all the carnivorous diet-
groups (Felidae, Carnivora order, killer whale, and
Tasmanian devil; Additional file 3: Tables S18–S29).
Retinoic acid converted from retinol is essential for
teeth remineralization and bone growth [31, 32] and
arachidonic acid promotes the repair and growth of
skeletal muscle tissue after physical exercise [33]. We
speculate that the contraction of CYP family genes
may help carnivores to keep sufficient levels of retinol
and arachidonic acid concentration on their body and,
therefore, they could have evolved to possess strong
muscle, bone, and teeth for successful hunting.
Although carnivores derive their energy and nutrient
requirements primarily from animal tissues, they also re-
quire regulatory mechanisms to ensure an adequate
supply of glucose to tissues, such as the brain [34]. The
glucokinase (GCK) enzyme is responsible for regulating
the uptake and storage of dietary glucose by acting as a
glucose sensor [35]. The mutations in gene for glucoki-
nase regulatory protein (GCKR) have effects on glucose
and lipid homeostasis; and GCK and glucokinase regula-
tory protein (GKRP, encoded by GCKR gene) have been
suggested as a target for diabetes treatment in humans
[35]. It was predicted that GCKR is pseudogenized by
frame-shift mutations in multiple mammalian genomes
including cat [36]. We confirmed that GCKR is also
pseudogenized by frame-shift mutations in all other fe-
lids (leopard, tiger, lion, cheetah, snow leopard, and leop-
ard cat; Additional file 2: Figure S7). Interestingly, GCKR
genes of killer whale and domestic ferret (another obli-
gate carnivore not used in this study) [37] were also
pseudogenized by pre-matured and/or frame-shift muta-
tions, whereas polar bear and Tasmanian devil have an
intact GCKR (Additional file 3: Table S31). It has been
suggested that carnivores may not need to remove ex-
cess glucose from the circulation, as they consume food
containing large amounts of protein and little carbohy-
drate [36]. Among the non-carnivorous animals, GCKR
genes of cow and opossum were predicted to be pseudo-
genized. In the case of cow, it was speculated that ru-
minant animals use volatile fatty acids generated by
fermentation in their foregut as main energy source and
they may not need to remove excess glucose actively [36].
Fig. 2 Gene copy evolution and amino acid changes (AACs) in Felidae and carnivores. a Contracted (UGT1 and UGT2) and expanded (UGT3)
UDP-glucuronosyltransferase families in carnivores. The red, violet, blue, and black nodes are UGT family genes in the five cats, non-cat carnivores
(polar bear, killer whale, and Tasmanian devil), five herbivores, and five omnivores, respectively. b Convergent AAC found in carnivores. Human
embigin (EMB) gene and predicted protein structures are illustrated in the upper part. Amino acids specific to the carnivores (269th residue in
human EMB protein, transmembrane region) and felids (309th residue, cytoplasmic region) in EMB protein are shown in red and yellow, respectively.
The numbers in parentheses are number of genomes analyzed in this study
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Therefore, the evolutionary loss of GCKR and the ac-
companying adaptation of the glucose-sensing path-
way to carnivory will help us to better understand the
abnormal glucose metabolism that characterizes the
diabetic state [34].
To detect genes evolving under selection for a diet
specialized in meat, we performed tests for deviations in
the dN/dS ratio (non-synonymous substitutions per non-
synonymous site to synonymous substitutions per syn-
onymous site, branch model) and likelihood ratio tests
(branch-site model) [38, 39]. A total of 586 genes were
identified as positively selected genes (PSGs) in the leop-
ard genome (Additional file 4: Datasheet S1). The leop-
ard PSGs were functionally enriched in GTP binding
(GO:0005525, 24 genes, P = 0.00013), regulation of cell
proliferation (GO:0042127, 39 genes, P = 0.00057), and
macromolecule catabolic process (GO:0009057, 38
genes, P = 0.00096; Additional file 3: Table S32). Add-
itionally, 228 PSGs were shared in the Felidae family
(cat, tiger, lion, cheetah, and leopard); we defined
shared PSGs as those that are found in two or more
species (Additional file 4: Datasheet S2). The shared
PSGs of Felidae were enriched in polysaccharide bind-
ing (GO:0030247, eight genes, P = 0.00071), lipid bind-
ing (GO:0008289, 12 genes, P = 0.0041), and immune
response (GO:0006955, 16 genes, P = 0.0052; Additional
file 3: Table S33). Since felid species are hypercarnivores
[3], selection of the lipid binding associated genes may be
associated to their obligatory carnivorous diet and regula-
tion of lipid and cholesterol homeostasis [16, 40]. We
further identified shared PSGs in the eight carnivores
(PSGs in three or more species), five omnivores
(PSGs in two or more species), or five herbivores
(PSGs in two or more species). A total of 184, 221,
and 136 genes were found as shared PSGs among
carnivores, omnivores, and herbivores, respectively
(Additional file 4: Datasheets S3–S5). The carnivores’
shared PSGs were significantly enriched in motor
axon guidance (GO:0008045, three genes, P = 0.0050;
Additional file 3: Table S34). CXCL12 (stromal cell-
derived factor 1), which was found as a shared PSG
in carnivores, is known to influence the guidance of
both migrating neurons and growing axons. CXCL12/
CXCR4 signaling has been shown to regulate motor
axon projection in the mouse [41, 42]. Two other
carnivore-shared PSGs, DMP1 and PTN, are known
to play an important role in bone development and
repair [43, 44]. In contrast, there was no significant posi-
tive selection of the muscle and bone development associ-
ated genes in the omnivores and herbivores. Instead,
several immune associated functional categories, such as
response to cytokine stimulus, cytokine activity, and regu-
lation of leukocyte activation, were enriched in omnivores
and herbivores (Additional file 3: Tables S35–S38).
If adaptive evolution affects only a few crucial
amino acids over a short time period, none of the
methods for measuring selection is likely to succeed
in defining positive selection [45]. Therefore, we in-
vestigated target species-specific amino acid changes
(AACs) using 15 feline (three leopards, three lions, a
snow leopard, three tigers, two leopard cats, a
cheetah, and two cats; Additional file 3: Table S39)
and additional 13 mammalian genomes. A total of
1509 genes in the felids were predicted to have at
least one function altering AAC (Additional file 4:
Datasheet S6). Unexpectedly but understandably, the
Felidae-specific genes with function altering AACs
were enriched in response to DNA damage stimulus
(GO:0006974, 53 genes, P = 7.39 × 10–7), DNA repair
(GO:0006281, 41 genes, P = 0.000011), and cellular re-
sponse to stress (GO:0033554, 63 genes, P = 0.00016;
Additional file 2: Figure S8; Additional file 3: Tables S40
and S41). Interestingly, three genes (MEP1A, ACE2, and
PRCP), which are involved in the protein digestion and
absorption pathway, had function altering AACs specific
to Felidae species (Additional file 2: Figures S9–S11). We
interpret this result as a dietary adaptation for high
meat consumption that is associated with an in-
creased risk of cancer in humans [46], and that the
heme-related reactive oxygen species (ROS) in meat
cause DNA damage and disrupt normal cell prolifera-
tion [47, 48]. We speculate that the functional
changes found in DNA damage and repair associated
genes help reduce diet-related DNA damage in the
felid species. This possible felid’s genetic feature can
lead to better understanding of human dietary and
health research [34].
We also identified convergent AACs in the carnivores
(Felidae, polar bear, killer whale, and Tasmanian devil)
and herbivores (giant panda, cow, horse, rabbit, and ele-
phant). Only one embigin (EMB) gene had a convergent
AAC in the carnivores (except Tasmanian devil) and
there was no convergent AAC in the herbivores (Fig. 2b),
congruent with the suggestion that adaptive molecular
convergence linked to phenotypic convergence is rare
[49]. Interestingly, EMB, which was predicted to be
functionally altered in the three carnivore clades, is
known to play a role in the outgrowth of motor neurons
and in the formation of neuromuscular junctions [50].
We confirmed that the AAC in EMB gene is also con-
served in the domestic ferret. Additionally, 18 and 56
genes were predicted to be carnivore-specific and
herbivore-specific functions, respectively, altered by at
least one AAC (Additional file 4: Datasheets S7 and S8).
Among the carnivore-specific function altered genes,
several genes are known to be associated with muscle
contraction (TMOD4 and SYNC) and steroid hormone
synthesis (STAR).
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Family-wide highly conserved regions
Conservation of DNA sequences across species reflects
functional constraints and, therefore, characterizing gen-
etic variation patterns is critical for understanding the
dynamics of genomic change and relevant adaptation of
each and a group of species [51, 52]. We scanned for
homozygous genomic regions, which are strongly con-
served among species within families: Felidae (cat, tiger,
lion, cheetah, leopard, snow leopard, and leopard cat, di-
vergence time: ~15.9 million years ago [MYA], carni-
vores), Hominidae (human, chimpanzee, bonobo, gorilla,
and orangutan, ~15.8 MYA, omnivores), and Bovidae
(cow, goat, sheep, water buffalo, and yak, ~26 MYA,
herbivores) [53–55]. These highly conserved regions
(HCRs) represent reduction in genetic variation (homo-
zygous regions shared among species belonging to the
same family; Fig. 3 and Additional file 3: Tables S39
and S42). A total of 1.13 Gb of Felidae, 0.93 Gb of
Hominidae, and 0.88 Gb of Bovidae HCRs were de-
tected with significantly reduced genetic variation
(adjusted P < 0.0001, Fisher’s exact test corrected using
the Benjamini–Hochberg method; Additional file 3:
Table S43) compared with other genomic regions. A
total of 4342 genes in the HCRs were shared in all three
families and these genes were enriched in many key bio-
logical functions (cell cycle, pathways in cancer, prote-
asome, and Hedgehog signaling pathway; Fig. 3 and
Additional file 3: Tables S44 and S45) as expected. We
then investigated family-specific genes (1436 in Felidae,
2477 in Hominidae, and 1561 in Bovidae) in the HCRs.
The Felidae-specific genes were significantly enriched in
sensory perception of light stimulus (GO:0050953, 27
genes, P = 0.0022), synaptic transmission (GO:0007268,
33 genes, P = 0.0044), transmission of nerve impulse
(GO:0019226, 37 genes, P = 0.0054), and axon guid-
ance pathway (20 genes, P = 0.0054; Additional file 3:
Tables S46 and S47), hinting to adaptation for the fast
reflexes found in cats. Notably, the Felidae-specific
genes were also functionally enriched for carbohydrate
biosynthetic process (GO:0016051, 18 genes, P = 0.00061).
This may be related to the predatory feeding pattern of
felids (a meat-based diet, so low dietary availability of car-
bohydrates). On the other hand, the Bovidae-specific
genes were enriched in sensory perception of smell
(GO:0007608, 82 genes, P = 2.44 × 10–16) and cognition
(GO:0050890, 113 genes, P = 2.54 × 10–9; Additional file 3:
Tables S48–S50) functions, indicating herbivores’ adapta-
tion for defense mechanisms from being poisoned by toxic
plants [56].
Genetic diversity and demographic history of Felidae
species
Carnivores tend to have smaller population sizes than
species belonging to lower trophic groups, a characteris-
tic argued to be associated with a higher propensity for
extinction [1, 2]. We have investigated genetic diversity
(which is affected by population size) in Felidae and
compared it to different dietary requirement groups,
Fig. 3 HCRs in Felidae, Hominidae, and Bovidae. HCRs in the same family species were identified by calculating the ratios between numbers of
conserved and non-conserved positions. a Venn diagrams of genes in the HCRs. b Heatmap of enriched gene ontology (GO) categories or KEGG
pathways in the HCRs. Z-scores for the average fractions of homozygous positions are shown as a white-to-red color scale
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omnivorous Hominidae and herbivorous Bovidae. The
Felidae genetic diversity (0.00094 on average), based on
the heterozygous single nucleotide variation (SNV) rates,
is much lower than those of Hominidae (0.00175) and
Bovidae (0.00244; Fig. 4a and Additional file 3: Tables S39
and S42). In terms of genomic similarity, Felidae showed
the smallest genetic distances (0.00102 on average; see
“Methods”), whereas larger genetic distances were de-
tected in Hominidae (0.00141 on average) and Bovidae
(0.00133 on average), suggesting that the extreme dietary
specialization in the felids imposes strong and similar se-
lection pressures on its members [1, 2]. The heterozygous
SNV rates of leopards (0.00047–0.00070) are similar to
those of snow leopard (0.00043), cheetah (0.00044), and
white lion (0.00063), which have extremely low genetic di-
versity due to isolation or inbreeding [16, 19, 57], and
smaller than those of lions (0.00074–0.00148) and tigers
(0.00087–0.00104). The smaller cat (two leopard cats,
0.00173–0.00216) displays relatively high genetic diversity
compared with the larger big cats, as previously reported
[58]. Additionally, the demographic histories of felid spe-
cies (leopards, tiger, cheetah, lion, snow leopard, and leop-
ard cat) were constructed using a pairwise sequentially
Markovian coalescent (PSMC) model inference [59]. The
leopard cat showed a very different demographic history
from the big cats: the population size of leopard cats in-
creased between 10 million and 2 million years ago,
whereas other big cats showed a consistent population de-
crease (Fig. 4b). It is predicted that the leopards experi-
enced a severe genetic bottleneck between 2 million to
900 K years ago, whereas other big cats did not. The three
leopard genomes showed a similar demographic history.
However, over the last 30 K years, the assembled leopard
genome showed an explosion in effective population size,
whereas the wild leopards did not. The relatively large
effective population size likely reflects that admixture
occurred very recently between Amur leopard and
North-Chinese leopard (P. pardus japonensis), as con-
firmed by the pedigree information (~30 % North-Chinese
leopard admixture) and mitochondrial sequence analyses
(Additional file 2: Figure S1), rather than an actual in-
crease in population size. Cheetah and snow leopard
showed low levels of effective population size in the
last 3 million years, confirming their low genetic di-
versity [16, 19].
Conclusions
Our study provides the first whole genome assembly of
leopard which has the highest quality of big cat assembly
reported so far, along with comparative evolutionary
analyses with other felids and mammalian species. The
comparative analyses among carnivores, omnivores, and
herbivores revealed genetic signatures of adaptive con-
vergence in carnivores. Unlike carnivores, omnivores
and herbivores showed less common adaptive signatures,
suggesting that there has been strong selection pressure
for mammalian carnivore evolution [1, 2, 30]. The gen-
etic signatures found in carnivores are likely associated
with their strict carnivorous diet and lifestyle as an agile
top predator. Therefore, cats are a good model for
Fig. 4 Genetic diversity in Felidae species. a Genetic distances and nucleotide diversities. Sequences of Felidae, Hominidae, and Bovidae were
mapped to cat, human, and cow references, respectively. The genetic distances were calculated by dividing the number of homozygous SNVs to
the reference genome by corresponding species genome size (bp) and divergence time (MYA). Nucleotide diversities were calculated by dividing
the number of heterozygous SNVs by the genome size. The divergence times were from TimeTree database. b Estimated felids population sizes.
Generation times of the leopard cat and big cats are three and five years, respectively. μ is mutation rate (per site, per year)
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human diabetes study [29, 60, 61]. Our carnivore and
Felidae analyses on diet-adapted evolution could provide
crucial data resources to other human healthcare and
disease research. At the same time, it is important to
note that we focused on carnivores which specialize in
consuming vertebrate meat. However, there are many
different types of carnivores, such as insectivore (eating
insects), invertivore (eating invertebrates), and hemato-
phagy (consuming blood). Therefore, it is necessary to
further investigate if the genetic signatures found in ver-
tebrate meat eating carnivores are also shared in other
carnivores and/or if the other carnivores show different
patterns of evolutionary adaptation according to their
major food types. Also, non-living or decaying mater-
ial eating animals such as coprophagy (eating feces)
and scavenger (eating carrion) could be a good sub-
ject for investigating evolutionary adaptations by diet
patterns [62].
Felidae show a higher level of genomic similarity with
each other when compared to Hominidae and Bovidae
families, with a very low level of genetic diversity. While
more detailed functional studies of all the selected candi-
date genes will be necessary to confirm the roles of indi-
vidual genes, our comparative analysis of Felidae
provides insights into carnivory-related genetic adapta-
tions, such as extreme agility, muscle power, and special-
ized diet that make the leopards and Felidae such
successful predators. These lifestyle-associated traits also
make them genetically vulnerable, as reflected by their
relatively low genetic diversity and small population
sizes.
Methods
Sample and genome sequencing
A muscle sample was obtained from a dead female leop-
ard acquired from the Daejeon O-World of Korea. The
leopard sample was confirmed as ~30 % hybrid with
North-Chinese leopard according to pedigree informa-
tion. Phylogenetic analyses on mtDNA genes also
confirmed that the leopard sample is a hybrid with
North-Chinese leopard (Additional file 1: Supplemental
Methods for details). We constructed 21 libraries with a
variety of insert sizes (170 bp, 400 bp, 500 bp,
700 bp, 2 Kb, 5 Kb, 10 Kb, 15 Kb, and 20 Kb) ac-
cording to the manufacturer’s protocol (Illumina, San
Diego, CA, USA). The libraries were sequenced using
Illumina HiSeq platforms (HiSeq2500 for short insert
libraries and HiSeq2000 for long-mate pair libraries).
We applied filtering criteria (polymerase chain reaction
duplicated, adaptor contaminated, and <Q20 quality) to
reduce the effects of sequencing errors in the assembly
(Additional file 1: Supplemental Methods for details). The
four wild Amur leopards (two for TSLRs and two for
re-sequencing) and one Amur leopard cat samples,
originated from Russia and Korea, respectively, were
sequenced using HiSeq platforms.
Genome assembly and annotation
The error corrected reads by K-mer analysis (K = 21)
were used to assemble the leopard genome using
SOAPdenovo2 software [21]. The short insert size li-
braries (<1 Kb) were assembled into distinct contigs
based on the K-mer (K = 63) information. Read pairs
from all the libraries then were used to scaffold the
contigs step by step, from short to long insert size li-
braries. We closed the gaps using short insert size
reads in two iterations. Only scaffolds exceeding 200 bp
were used in this step. To reduce erroneous gap regions in
the scaffolds, we aligned the ~0.8× Illumina TSLRs from
the two wild Amur leopard individuals to the scaffolds
using BWA-MEM [63] and corrected the gaps with the
synthetic long reads using in-house scripts. Further details
of the genome size estimation and genome assembly ap-
pear in the Supplemental Methods in Additional file 1.
Assembly quality was assessed by mapping all of the
paired-end DNA reads into the final scaffolds. The map-
ping was conducted using BWA-MEM. Also, the assembly
and gene annotation qualities were assessed using BUSCO
software [23].
The leopard genome was annotated for repetitive ele-
ments and protein-coding genes. For the repetitive ele-
ments annotation, we searched the leopard genome for
tandem repeats and transposable elements, as previously
described [16]. Detailed methods of the repetitive
elements annotation are shown in the Supplemental
Methods in Additional file 1. For the protein-coding
gene prediction, homology-based gene prediction and de
novo gene prediction were conducted. For the homology
gene prediction, we searched for cat, tiger, dog, human,
and mouse protein sequences from the NCBI database
using TblastN (version 2.2.26) [64] with an E-value cut-
off of 1E-5. The matched sequences were clustered using
GenBlastA (version 1.0.4) [65] and filtered by coverage
and identity of >40 % criterion. Gene models were pre-
dicted using Exonerate software (version 2.2.0) [66]. For
the de novo gene prediction, AUGUSTUS (version 3.0.3)
software [67] was used. We filtered out genes shorter
than 50 amino acids, possible pseudogenes having pre-
mature stop-codons, and single exon genes that were
likely to be derived from retro-transposition. Addition-
ally, we annotated protein-coding genes of cheetah and
lion genomes as their gene sets are preliminary.
Comparative evolution analyses
Orthologous gene families were constructed for evolu-
tionary analyses using OrthoMCL 2.0.9 software [68]
with 17 mammalian genomes (seven carnivores: leopard,
cat, tiger, cheetah, lion, polar bear, and killer whale; five
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omnivores: human, mouse, dog, pig, and opossum; and
five herbivores: giant panda, cow, horse, rabbit, and ele-
phant). Also, orthologous gene families were constructed
with 18 mammalian genomes by adding Tasmanian devil
for more taxonomically equivalent comparisons among
the three different diet groups. Human, mouse, cat, tiger,
dog, cow, pig, horse, elephant, rabbit, polar bear, giant
panda, killer whale, opossum, and Tasmanian devil ge-
nomes and gene sets were downloaded from the NCBI
database. To estimate divergence time of the mammalian
species, we extracted only four-fold degenerate sites
from the 18 mammalian single copy gene families using
the CODEML program in PAML 4.5 package [38]. We
estimate the divergence time among the 17 species (ex-
cepting Tasmanian devil in order to use only one out-
group species) using the RelTime method [69]. The date
of the node between human and opossum was con-
strained to 163.7 MYA, human–elephant was con-
strained to 105 MYA, and human–dog was constrained
to 97.5 MYA according to divergence times from the
TimeTree database [55]. The divergence times were cal-
culated using the Maximum Likelihood method based
on the Jukes–Cantor model [70]. The divergence time
between out-group species (opossum and Tasmanian
devil: 84.2 MYA) was obtained from the TimeTree data-
base and directly used. The phylogenetic tree topology
was derived from previous studies [71–74]. A gene ex-
pansion and contraction analysis was conducted using
the CAFÉ program (version 3.1) [75] with the estimated
phylogenetic tree information. We used the P < 0.05 cri-
terion for significantly changed gene families.
To construct multiple sequence alignments among
ortholog genes, PRANK [76] was used, and the
CODEML program in PAML 4.5 was used to estimate
the dN/dS ratio (ω) [38]. The one-ratio model, which al-
lows only a single dN/dS ratio for all branches, was used
to estimate the general selective pressure acting among
all species. A free-ratios model was used to analyze the
dN/dS ratio along each branch. To further examine po-
tential positive selection, the branch-site test of positive
selection was conducted [39]. Statistical significance was
assessed using likelihood ratio tests with a conservative
10 % FDR criterion [77]. We first performed this positive
selection analysis for the 17 mammalian genomes
(except Tasmanian devil). When we identified shared
PSGs, genomes in the same diet group (carnivores, om-
nivores, and herbivores) were excluded from background
species; for example, we excluded other carnivore ge-
nomes from the background species, when we identified
PSGs of leopard. The PSGs of Tasmanian devil were sep-
arately identified, using Tasmanian devil as the fore-
ground species and all of the omnivores and herbivores
as background species, and then compared with the
PSGs of the 17 mammalian species.
We also identified target species-specific AACs. To fil-
ter out biases derived from individual-specific variants,
we used all of the Felidae re-sequencing data by map-
ping to the closest Felidae reference genome. The map-
ping was conducted using BWA-MEM, and variants
were called using SAMtools-0.1.19 program [78] with
the default options, except that the “-d 5 –D 200” option
in the variants filter step was used. Function altering
AACs were predicted using PolyPhen-2 [79] and
PROVEAN v1.1 [80] with the default cutoff values.
Human protein sequences were used as queries in
this step. A convergent AAC was defined when all of
the target species had the same amino acid in same
sequence position. The carnivore-specific or herbivore-
specific function altered genes were identified when all of
the target species had at least one function altering AAC
in any sequence position and all of the different diet spe-
cies had no function altering AAC.
To characterize genetic variation in the genomes of
three mammalian families (Felidae, Hominidae, and
Bovidae), we scanned genomic regions that showed sig-
nificantly reduced genetic variation by comparing varia-
tions of each window and whole genome (autosomes
only). The Hominidae and Bovidae genome sequences
were download from the NCBI database and were mapped
to human (GRCh38) and cow (Bos_taurus_UMD_3.1.1)
references, respectively. Variants (SNVs and indels) were
called using SAMtools. The numbers of homozygous and
heterozygous positions within each 100 Kb window (bin
size = 100 Kb, step size = 10 Kb) were estimated by calcu-
lating the numbers of conserved and non-conserved bases
in the same family genomes. We only used windows that
covered more than 80 % of window size by all the mapped
genomes. P values were calculated by performing Fisher’s
exact test to test whether the ratio of homozygous to
heterozygous positions in each window was signifi-
cantly different from that of chromosomes. P values
were corrected using the Benjamini–Hochberg method
[81] and only adjusted P values of <0.0001 were consid-
ered significant. Only the middle 10 Kb of each signifi-
cantly different window were considered as HCRs. For
functional enrichment tests of candidate genes by all the
comparative analyses, we used the DAVID bioinformatics
resources [82].
Genetic diversity and demographic history
The genetic distances were calculated by dividing the
number of homozygous SNVs to the reference genome
(the cat reference for Felidae, the human reference for
Hominidae, and the cow reference for Bovidae genomes)
by the corresponding species’ genome size (bp) and di-
vergence time (MYA). Nucleotide diversities were calcu-
lated by dividing the number of heterozygous SNVs by
the genome size.
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Demographic histories of Felidae were analyzed using
the PSMC program [59]. First, we aligned eight Felidae
whole genome data (three leopards [one assembled
and two re-sequenced], a Bengal tiger, a cheetah, a
lion, a snow leopard, and a leopard cat) onto the
Felis_catus_8.0 reference using BWA-MEM with de-
fault options. The consensus sequences of each Felidae
genome were constructed using SAMtools software and
then divided into non-overlapping 100 bp bins that were
marked as homozygous or heterozygous on the basis of
SNV datasets. The resultant bins were used as the input
for demographic history analysis after removal of the sex
chromosome parts. The demographic history of Felidae
species was inferred using the PSMC model with -N25
-t15 -r5 -p “4 + 25*2 + 4 + 6” options, which have been
used for great apes’ population history inference [83].
Bootstrapping was performed to determine the estimation
accuracy by randomly resampling 100 sequences from the
original sequences. The final results were plotted using a
“psmc_plot.pl” script in PSMC utils with previously re-
ported generation times (-g: three years for leopard cat,
five years for big cats) and mutation rates (-u [per site, per
year]: 1.1*e-9) [16, 84].
Additional files
Additional file 1: Supplemental Methods. Further details of species
identification using mtDNA consensus mapping method; raw read
filtering criteria; genome size estimation using K-mer analysis; leopard
genome assembly using various K-mer values; repeat annotation; species
selection for comparative genomic analysis. (DOCX 43 kb)
Additional file 2: Figure S1. Species and sub-species identification for
three leopard samples. Figure S2. Distribution of K-mer frequency in the
error-corrected reads. Figure S3. GC content distributions. Figure S4.
Composition of mammalian orthologous genes. Figure S5. Divergence
time estimation of 18 mammals. Figure S6. Contraction of the amylase
gene families (AMY1 and AMY2) in carnivores. Figure S7. Frame-shift
mutations in Felidae GCKR genes. Figure S8. Felidae-specific amino acid
changes in DNA repair system. Figure S9. Felidae-specific amino acid
change in MEP1A protein. Figure S10. Felidae-specific amino acid
change in ACE2 protein. Figure S11. Felidae-specific amino acid change
in PRCP protein. (DOCX 2024 kb)
Additional file 3: Tables S1-50. (DOCX 174 kb)
Additional file 4: Datasheet S1. PSGs in leopard genome. Datasheet S2.
Shared PSGs in Felidae. Datasheet S3. Shared PSGs in carnivores.
Datasheet S4. Shared PSGs in omnivores. Datasheet S5. Shared PSGs in
herbivores. Datasheet S6. Felidae-specific genes having function altering
AACs. Datasheet S7. Carnivore-specific function altered genes. Datasheet
S8. Herbivore-specific function altered genes. (XLS 632 kb)
Abbreviations
AAC: Amino acid change; HCR: Highly conserved region; PSG: Positively
selected gene; PSMC: Pairwise sequentially Markovian coalescent; SNV: Single
nucleotide variation; TSLR: TruSeq synthetic long reads
Acknowledgements
Korea Institute of Science and Technology Information (KISTI) provided us
with Korea Research Environment Open NETwork (KREONET), which is the
Internet connection service for efficient information and data transfer. We
thank Dr. Michael Hofreiter for reviewing and editing. We thank Maryana
Bhak for editing and Hana Byun for animal illustrations.
Funding
This work was supported by the National Institute of Biological Resources of
Korea in-house program (NIBR201503101, NIBR201603104). This work was
also supported by the 2015 Research fund (1.150014.01) of Ulsan National
Institute of Science & Technology (UNIST). This work was also supported by
the “Software Convergence Technology Development Program” through the
Ministry of Science, ICT and Future Planning (S0177-16-1046). SJO and AY
were supported by Russian Ministry of Science Mega-grant no. 11.G34.31.0068
(SJO Principal Investigator). AB was supported by a St. Petersburg State
University grant (no. 15.61.951.2015).
Availability of data and materials
The leopard whole genome shotgun project has been deposited at DDBJ/
EMBL/GenBank under the accession LQGZ00000000. The version described in
this paper is version LQGZ01000000. Raw DNA sequencing reads have been
submitted to the NCBI Sequence Read Archive database (SRA321193). All the






The leopard genome project was initiated by the National Institute of
Biological Resources, Korea. SoonokK, JB, JHY, and SJO supervised and
coordinated the project. SoonokK, JB, and YSC conceived and designed
the experiments. BL, SJO, JK, OU, AK, JG, DM, MR, JL, AY, and AB provided
samples, advice, and associated information. Pedigree information of assembled
leopard individual was checked by JoC. Bioinformatics data processing and
analyses were carried out by YSC, HMK, OC, HK, SungwoongJ, YB, SungwonJ,
HY, YK, JHJ, HJL, and SC. YSC, AM, and JB wrote and revised the manuscript.
JHY, SoonokK, SJO, JSE, JAW, HS, JK, WYB, CK, JA, CHB, JuokC, SL, SangsooK, and
HL reviewed and edited the manuscript. All authors read and approved the
final manuscript.
Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.
Ethics approval and consent to participate
No animals were killed or captured as a result of these studies. The leopard
sample used in the genome assembly was obtained from Daejeon O-World,
Republic of Korea. It was derived from a deceased leopard of natural cause
of death (March 29th, 2012). Blood samples from four other wild Amur
leopards were collected in the Russian Far East-Primorsky Krai during
captures conducted for ecological studies and health assessments with
the permission of the Russian Ministry of Natural Resources. A blood
sample from one leopard cat was collected with the permission of the
Ministry of Environment of Korea (Permit no. 2015-4).
Author details
1Biological and Genetic Resources Assessment Division, National Institute of
Biological Resources, Incheon 22689, Republic of Korea. 2The Genomics
Institute, Ulsan National Institute of Science and Technology (UNIST), Ulsan
44919, Republic of Korea. 3Department of Biomedical Engineering, School of
Life Sciences, Ulsan National Institute of Science and Technology (UNIST),
Ulsan 44919, Republic of Korea. 4Personal Genomics Institute, Genome
Research Foundation, Cheongju 28160, Republic of Korea. 5Geromics, Ulsan
44919, Republic of Korea. 6Animal Resources Division, National Institute of
Biological Resources, Incheon 22689, Republic of Korea. 7Cheongju Zoo,
Cheongju 28311, Republic of Korea. 8Institute of Biology & Soil Science, Far
Eastern Branch of Russian Academy of Sciences, Vladivostok 690022, Russia.
9Panthera, New York, NY 10018, USA. 10Wildlife Conservation Society, 2300
Southern Boulevard, Bronx, NY 10460, USA. 11Department of Ecology, Far
Eastern Federal University, Ayaks, Russki Island, Vladivostok 690950, Russia.
12Laboratory of Animal Sciences Program, Leídos Biomedical Research Inc.,
Frederick National Laboratory, Frederick, MD 21702, USA. 13International Zoo
Veterinary Group (UK) IZVG LLP, Station House, Parkwood Street, Keighley
BD21 4NQ, UK. 14Theodosius Dobzhansky Center for Genome Bioinformatics,
St. Petersburg State University, St. Petersburg 199004, Russia. 15Center for
Algorithmic Biotechnology, Institute for Translational Biomedicine, St.
Petersburg State University, St. Petersburg 199034, Russia. 16Broad Institute of
Kim et al. Genome Biology  (2016) 17:211 Page 10 of 12
MIT and Harvard, Cambridge, MA 02142, USA. 17Department of Biomedical
Informatics, Harvard Medical School, Boston, MA 02115, USA. 18Chemistry
and Chemical Biology, UNM Comprehensive Cancer Center, University of
New Mexico, Albuquerque, NM 87131, USA. 19Department of Biology,
University of New Mexico, Albuquerque, NM 87131, USA. 20Zoological
Society of London, London NW1 4RY, UK. 21Department of Bioinformatics &
Life Science, Soongsil University, Seoul 06978, Republic of Korea.
22Conservation Genome Resource Bank for Korean Wildlife, College of
Veterinary Medicine, Seoul National University, Seoul 08826, Republic of
Korea. 23Department of Zoology, University of Cambridge, Downing Street,
Cambridge CB2 3EJ, UK. 24Daejeon O-World, Daejeon 35073, Republic of
Korea. 25Oceanographic Center 8000 N. Ocean Drive, Nova Southeastern
University, Ft Lauderdale, FL 33004, USA.
Received: 5 July 2016 Accepted: 22 September 2016
References
1. Van Valkenburgh B. Major patterns in the history of carnivorous mammals.
Annu Rev Earth Planet Sci. 1999;27:463–93.
2. Van Valkenburgh B, Wang X, Damuth J. Cope’s rule, hypercarnivory, and
extinction in North American canids. Science. 2004;306:101–4.
3. Li R, Fan W, Tian G, Zhu H, He L, Cai J, et al. The sequence and de novo
assembly of the giant panda genome. Nature. 2010;463:311–7.
4. Ripple WJ, Estes JA, Beschta RL, Wilmers CC, Ritchie EG, Hebblewhite M,
et al. Status and ecological effects of the world’s largest carnivores. Science.
2014;343:1241484.
5. Fedriani JM, Fuller TK, Sauvajot RM, York EC. Competition and intraguild
predation among three sympatric carnivores. Oecologia. 2000;125:258–70.
6. Legrand-Defretin V. Differences between cats and dogs: a nutritional view.
Proc Nutr Soc. 1994;53:15–24.
7. de Sousa-Pereira P, Cova M, Abrantes J, Ferreira R, Trindade F, Barros A, et al.
Cross-species comparison of mammalian saliva using an LC-MALDI based
proteomic approach. Proteomics. 2015;15:1598–607.
8. Stevens CE, Hume ID. Comparative Physiology of the Vertebrate Digestive
System. New York: Cambridge University Press; 2004.
9. Smalley KA, Rogers QR, Morris JG. Methionine requirement of kittens
given amino acid diets containing adequate cystine. Br J Nutr. 1983;49:
411–7.
10. Sturman JA, Palackal T, Imaki H, Moretz RC, French J, Wisniewski HM.
Nutritional taurine deficiency and feline pregnancy and outcome. Adv Exp
Med Biol. 1987;217:113–24.
11. Boudreau JC, Sivakumar L, Do LT, White TD, Oravec J, Hoang NK.
Neurophysiology of geniculate ganglion (facial nerve) taste systems:
species comparisons. Chem Senses. 1985;10:89–127.
12. Li X, Glaser D, Li W, Johnson WE, O’Brien SJ, Beauchamp GK, et al. Analyses
of sweet receptor gene (Tas1r2) and preference for sweet stimuli in species
of Carnivora. J Hered. 2009;100 Suppl 1:S90–100.
13. Sunquist M, Sunquist F. Wild Cats of the World. Chicago: University of
Chicago Press; 2002.
14. Heffner RS, Heffner HE. Hearing range of the domestic cat. Hear Res.
1985;19:85–8.
15. Pontius JU, Mullikin JC, Smith DR. Agencourt Sequencing Team,
Lindblad-Toh K, Gnerre S, et al. Initial sequence and comparative
analysis of the cat genome. Genome Res. 2007;17:1675–89.
16. Cho YS, Hu L, Hou H, Lee H, Xu J, Kwon S, et al. The tiger genome and
comparative analysis with lion and snow leopard genomes. Nat Commun.
2013;4:2433.
17. Montague MJ, Li G, Gandolfi B, Khan R, Aken BL, Searle SM, et al. Comparative
analysis of the domestic cat genome reveals genetic signatures underlying
feline biology and domestication. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2014;111:17230–5.
18. Tamazian G, Simonov S, Dobrynin P, Makunin A, Logachev A, Komissarov A,
et al. Annotated features of domestic cat - Felis catus genome. Gigascience.
2014;3:13.
19. Dobrynin P, Liu S, Tamazian G, Xiong Z, Yurchenko AA, Krasheninnikova K,
et al. Genomic legacy of the African cheetah, Acinonyx jubatus. Genome
Biol. 2015;16:277.
20. Uphyrkina O, Johnson WE, Quigley H, Miquelle D, Marker L, Bush M, et al.
Phylogenetics, genome diversity and origin of modern leopard, Panthera
pardus. Mol Ecol. 2001;10:2617–33.
21. Luo R, Liu B, Xie Y, Li Z, Huang W, Yuan J, et al. SOAPdenovo2: an
empirically improved memory-efficient short-read de novo assembler.
Gigascience. 2012;1:18.
22. Bankevich A, Pevzner PA. TruSPAdes: barcode assembly of TruSeq synthetic
long reads. Nat Methods. 2016;13:248–50.
23. Simão FA, Waterhouse RM, Ioannidis P, Kriventseva EV, Zdobnov EM.
BUSCO: assessing genome assembly and annotation completeness with
single-copy orthologs. Bioinformatics. 2015;31:3210–2.
24. Owen D, Pemberton D. Tasmanian Devil: A Unique and Threatened Animal.
Sydney: Allen & Unwin; 2005.
25. Shrestha B, Reed JM, Starks PT, Kaufman GE, Goldstone JV, Roelke ME, et al.
Evolution of a major drug metabolizing enzyme defect in the domestic cat
and other felidae: phylogenetic timing and the role of hypercarnivory. PLoS
One. 2011;6:e18046.
26. Bock KW. The UDP-glycosyltransferase (UGT) superfamily expressed in
humans, insects and plants: Animal-plant arms-race and co-evolution.
Biochem Pharmacol. 2016;99:11–7.
27. Meech R, Miners JO, Lewis BC, Mackenzie PI. The glycosidation of xenobiotics
and endogenous compounds: versatility and redundancy in the UDP
glycosyltransferase superfamily. Pharmacol Ther. 2012;134:200–18.
28. Meech R, Mubarokah N, Shivasami A, Rogers A, Nair PC, Hu DG, et al. A
novel function for UDP glycosyltransferase 8: galactosidation of bile acids.
Mol Pharmacol. 2015;87:442–50.
29. McGeachin RL, Akin JR. Amylase levels in the tissues and body fluids of the
domestic cat (Felis catus). Comp Biochem Physiol B. 1979;63:437–9.
30. MacDonald ML, Rogers QR, Morris JG. Nutrition of the domestic cat, a
mammalian carnivore. Annu Rev Nutr. 1984;4:521–62.
31. Seritrakul P, Samarut E, Lama TT, Gibert Y, Laudet V, Jackman WR. Retinoic
acid expands the evolutionarily reduced dentition of zebrafish. FASEB J.
2012;26:5014–24.
32. Togari A, Kondo M, Arai M, Matsumoto S. Effects of retinoic acid on bone
formation and resorption in cultured mouse calvaria. Gen Pharmacol.
1991;22:287–92.
33. Trappe TA, Liu SZ. Effects of prostaglandins and COX-inhibiting drugs on
skeletal muscle adaptations to exercise. J Appl Physiol. 1985;115:909–19.
34. Schermerhorn T. Normal glucose metabolism in carnivores overlaps with
diabetes pathology in non-carnivores. Front Endocrinol. 2013;4:188.
35. Raimondo A, Rees MG, Gloyn AL. Glucokinase regulatory protein: complexity
at the crossroads of triglyceride and glucose metabolism. Curr Opin Lipidol.
2015;26:88–95.
36. Wang ZY, Jin L, Tan H, Irwin DM. Evolution of hepatic glucose
metabolism: liver-specific glucokinase deficiency explained by parallel
loss of the gene for glucokinase regulatory protein (GCKR). PLoS One.
2013;8:e60896.
37. Peng X, Alföldi J, Gori K, Eisfeld AJ, Tyler SR, Tisoncik-Go J, et al. The draft
genome sequence of the ferret (Mustela putorius furo) facilitates study of
human respiratory disease. Nat Biotechnol. 2014;32:1250–5.
38. Yang Z. PAML 4: phylogenetic analysis by maximum likelihood. Mol Biol
Evol. 2007;24:1586–91.
39. Zhang J, Nielsen R, Yang Z. Evaluation of an improved branch-site likelihood
method for detecting positive selection at the molecular level. Mol Biol
Evol. 2005;22:2472–9.
40. Irizarry KJ, Malladi SB, Gao X, Mitsouras K, Melendez L, Burris PA, et al.
Sequencing and comparative genomic analysis of 1227 Felis catus cDNA
sequences enriched for developmental, clinical and nutritional phenotypes.
BMC Genomics. 2012;13:31.
41. Miyasaka N, Knaut H, Yoshihara Y. Cxcl12/Cxcr4 chemokine signaling is
required for placode assembly and sensory axon pathfinding in the
zebrafish olfactory system. Development. 2007;134:2459–68.
42. Lieberam I, Agalliu D, Nagasawa T, Ericson J, Jessell TM. A Cxcl12-Cxcr4
chemokine signaling pathway defines the initial trajectory of mammalian
motor axons. Neuron. 2005;47:667–79.
43. Fen JQ, Zhang J, Dallas SL, Lu Y, Chen S, Tan X, et al. Dentin matrix protein 1, a
target molecule for Cbfa1 in bone, is a unique bone marker gene. J Bone
Miner Res. 2002;17:1822–31.
44. Li G, Bunn JR, Mushipe MT, He Q, Chen X. Effects of pleiotrophin (PTN) over-
expression on mouse long bone development, fracture healing and bone
repair. Calcif Tissue Int. 2005;76:299–306.
45. Yang Z, Bielawski JP. Statistical methods for detecting molecular adaptation.
Trends Ecol Evol. 2000;15:496–503.
46. Ferguson LR. Meat and cancer. Meat Sci. 2010;84:308–13.
Kim et al. Genome Biology  (2016) 17:211 Page 11 of 12
47. Bastide NM, Pierre FH, Corpet DE. Heme iron from meat and risk of
colorectal cancer: a meta-analysis and a review of the mechanisms involved.
Cancer Prev Res. 2011;4:177–84.
48. Oostindjer M, Alexander J, Amdam GV, Andersen G, Bryan NS, Chen D, et al.
The role of red and processed meat in colorectal cancer development: a
perspective. Meta Sci. 2014;97:583–96.
49. Foote AD, Liu Y, Thomas GW, Vinař T, Alföldi J, Deng J, et al. Convergent
evolution of the genomes of marine mammals. Nat Genet. 2015;47:272–5.
50. Lain E, Carnejac S, Escher P, Wilson MC, Lømo T, Gajendran N, et al. A novel
role for embigin to promote sprouting of motor nerve terminals at the
neuromuscular junction. J Biol Chem. 2009;284:8930–9.
51. Siepel A, Bejerano G, Pedersen JS, Hinrichs AS, Hou M, Rosenbloom K, et al.
Evolutionarily conserved elements in vertebrate, insect, worm, and yeast
genomes. Genome Res. 2005;15:1034–50.
52. Oleksyk TK, Smith MW, O’Brien SJ. Genome-wide scans for footprints of
natural selection. Philos Trans R Soc Lond B Biol Sci. 2010;365:185–205.
53. Johnson WE, Eizirik E, Pecon-Slattery J, Murphy WJ, Antunes A, Teeling E,
et al. The late Miocene radiation of modern Felidae: a genetic assessment.
Science. 2006;311:73–7.
54. O’Brien SJ, Johnson WE. The evolution of cats. Genomic paw prints in the
DNA of the world’s wild cats have clarified the cat family tree and uncovered
several remarkable migrations in their past. Sci Am. 2007;297:68–75.
55. Hedges SB, Dudley J, Kumar S. TimeTree: a public knowledge-base of
divergence times among organisms. Bioinformatics. 2006;22:2971–2.
56. Camazine S. Olfactory aposematism: Association of food toxicity with
naturally occurring odor. J Chem Ecol. 1985;11:1289–95.
57. Forrest JL, Wikramanayake E, Shrestha R, Areendran G, Gyeltshen K,
Maheshwari A, et al. Conservation and climate change: Assessing the
vulnerability of snow leopard habitat to treeline shift in the Himalaya. Biol
Conserv. 2012;150:129–35.
58. Luo SJ, Zhang Y, Johnson WE, Miao L, Martelli P, Antunes A, et al.
Sympatric Asian felid phylogeography reveals a major Indochinese-
Sundaic divergence. Mol Ecol. 2014;23:2072–92.
59. Li H, Durbin R. Inference of human population history from individual
whole-genome sequences. Nature. 2011;475:493–6.
60. Rand JS, Fleeman LM, Farrow HA, Appleton DJ, Lederer R. Canine and feline
diabetes mellitus: nature or nurture? J Nutr. 2004;134 Suppl 8:2072S–80S.
61. Henson MS, O’Brien TD. Feline models of type 2 diabetes mellitus. ILAR J.
2006;47:234–42.
62. Chung O, Jin S, Cho YS, Lim J, Kim H, Jho S, et al. The first whole genome
and transcriptome of the cinereous vulture reveals adaptation in the gastric
and immune defense systems and possible convergent evolution between
the Old and New World vultures. Genome Biol. 2015;16:215.
63. Li H. Aligning sequence reads, clone sequences and assembly contigs with
BWA-MEM. ArXiv. 2013;1303:3997.
64. Camacho C, Coulouris G, Avagyan V, Ma N, Papadopoulos J, Bealer K,
et al. BLAST+: architecture and applications. BMC Bioinformatics.
2009;10:421.
65. She R, Chu JS, Wang K, Pei J, Chen N. GenBlastA: enabling BLAST to identify
homologous gene sequences. Genome Res. 2009;19:143–9.
66. Slater GS, Birney E. Automated generation of heuristics for biological
sequence comparison. BMC Bioinformatics. 2005;6:31.
67. Stanke M, Keller O, Gunduz I, Hayes A, Waack S, Morgenstern B.
AUGUSTUS: ab initio prediction of alternative transcripts. Nucleic Acids
Res. 2006;34:W435–9.
68. Li L, Stoeckert Jr CJ, Roos DS. OrthoMCL: identification of ortholog groups
for eukaryotic genomes. Genome Res. 2003;13:2178–89.
69. Tamura K, Battistuzzi FU, Billing-Ross P, Murillo O, Filipski A, Kumar S.
Estimating divergence times in large molecular phylogenies. Proc Natl
Acad Sci U S A. 2012;109:19333–8.
70. Jukes TH, Cantor CR. Evolution of protein molecules. In: Munro HM,
editor. Mammalian protein metabolism. New York: Academic Press;
1969. p. 21–132.
71. Cunningham F, Amode MR, Barrell D, Beal K, Billis K, Brent S, et al. Ensembl
2015. Nucleic Acids Res. 2015;43:D662–9.
72. Nyakatura K, Bininda-Emonds OR. Updating the evolutionary history of
Carnivora (Mammalia): a new species-level supertree complete with
divergence time estimates. BMC Biol. 2012;10:12.
73. Liu S, Lorenzen ED, Fumagalli M, Li B, Harris K, Xiong Z, et al. Population
genomics reveal recent speciation and rapid evolutionary adaptation in
polar bears. Cell. 2014;157:785–94.
74. Murchison EP, Schulz-Trieglaff OB, Ning Z, Alexandrov LB, Bauer MJ, Fu B,
et al. Genome sequencing and analysis of the Tasmanian devil and its
transmissible cancer. Cell. 2012;148:780–91.
75. Han MV, Thomas GW, Lugo-Martinez J, Hahn MW. Estimating gene gain and
loss rates in the presence of error in genome assembly and annotation
using CAFE 3. Mol Biol Evol. 2013;30:1987–97.
76. Löytynoja A, Goldman N. An algorithm for progressive multiple alignment
of sequences with insertions. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2005;102:10557–62.
77. Nielsen R, Bustamante C, Clark AG, Glanowski S, Sackton TB, Hubisz MJ, et al.
A scan for positively selected genes in the genomes of humans and
chimpanzees. PLoS Biol. 2005;3:e170.
78. Li H, Handsaker B, Wysoker A, Fennell T, Ruan J, Homer N, et al. The Sequence
Alignment/Map format and SAMtools. Bioinformatics. 2009;25:2078–9.
79. Adzhubei IA, Schmidt S, Peshkin L, Ramensky VE, Gerasimova A, Bork P,
et al. A method and server for predicting damaging missense mutations.
Nat Methods. 2010;7:248–9.
80. Choi Y, Sims GE, Murphy S, Miller JR, Chan AP. Predicting the functional
effect of amino acid substitutions and indels. PLoS One. 2012;7:e46688.
81. Benjamini Y, Hochberg Y. Controlling the false discovery rate: a practical
and powerful approach to multiple testing. J R Stat Soc B. 1995;57:289–300.
82. da Huang W, Sherman BT, Lempicki RA. Systematic and integrative analysis
of large gene lists using DAVID bioinformatics resources. Nat Protoc.
2009;4:44–57.
83. Prado-Martinez J, Sudmant PH, Kidd JM, Li H, Kelley JL, Lorente-Galdos B, et al.
Great ape genetic diversity and population history. Nature. 2013;499:471–5.
84. Kaeuffer R, Pontier D, Devillard S, Perrin N. Effective size of two feral
domestic cat populations (Felis catus L): effect of the mating system. Mol
Ecol. 2004;13:483–90.
•  We accept pre-submission inquiries 
•  Our selector tool helps you to find the most relevant journal
•  We provide round the clock customer support 
•  Convenient online submission
•  Thorough peer review
•  Inclusion in PubMed and all major indexing services 
•  Maximum visibility for your research
Submit your manuscript at
www.biomedcentral.com/submit
Submit your next manuscript to BioMed Central 
and we will help you at every step:
Kim et al. Genome Biology  (2016) 17:211 Page 12 of 12
